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Drawbridge Operation Regulation;
Sabine River, LA

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: At the request of the Kansas
City Southern Railway Company, the
Coast Guard is proposing a change to
the regulation governing the operation
of the swing span railroad bridge over
the Sabine River, mile 36.2 near Ruliff,
Texas, by permitting the draw to remain
closed to navigation at all times. The
draw presently opens on call with 24
hours advance notice, however, there is
no significant navigation on the
waterway and there have been no
requests to open the bridge for passage
of marine traffic for over 44 years with
the exception of a single request made
in 1995.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before November 6, 1995.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be
mailed to Commander(ob), Eighth Coast
Guard District, 501 Magazine Street,
New Orleans, Louisiana 70130–3396 or
may be delivered to Room 1313 at the
same address between 8 a.m. and 3:30
p.m., Monday through Friday except
Federal holidays. The comments and
other materials referenced in this notice
will be available for inspection and
copying in room 1313 at this address.
Normal office hours are between 8 a.m.
and 3:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. John Wachter, Bridge
Administration Branch, (504) 589–2965.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Request for Comments: Interested
parties are invited to participate in the
rulemaking by submitting written views,

comments, or arguments. Persons
submitting comments should include
their names and addresses, identify the
bridge and give the reason for
concurrence with or any recommended
change in this proposal. Persons
desiring acknowledgment that their
comments have been received should
enclose a stamped, self-addressed
postcard or envelope.

The Coast Guard plans no public
hearing. Persons may request a public
hearing by writing to Mr. John Wachter
at the address under ‘‘ADDRESSES.’’ The
request should include reasons why a
hearing would be beneficial. If it
determines that the opportunity for oral
presentations will aid this rulemaking,
the Coast Guard will hold a public
hearing at a time and place announced
by a later notice in the Federal Register.

The Commander, Eighth Coast Guard
District, will evaluate all
communications received and
determine a course of final action on
this proposal. The proposed regulation
may be changed in the light of
comments received.

Drafting Information. The drafters of this
regulation are Mr. John Wachter, Project
Officer and Lieutenant Elisa Holland, Project
Attorney.

Background and Purpose: Upon
request by the bridge owner, the Coast
Guard is proposing to permit the draw
of the swing span railroad bridge over
the Sabine River, mil. 36.2, near Ruliff,
TX to remain permanently closed.
Navigation requiring openings is
nonexistent and the bridge has not been
opened for passage of navigation for 44
years.

Discussion of Proposed Rules

There is no commercial navigation on
the waterway in the vicinity of the
bridge crossing. Vertical clearance of the
bridge in the closed position is 4 feet
above mean high water and 18 feet
above low water. The occasional small
recreational boat which uses the
waterway can transit the bridge without
requiring an opening. The single request
in 1995 was made for a boat that was
constructed upstream of the bridge over
a period of several years. The private
individual that constructed the vessel
needed to move it to the mouth of the
river for sale to a prospective buyer. The
bridges were opened to pass this vessel.
There are no known similar projects
planned. This bridge is on the KCS

Main Line from Kansas City, Missouri to
Beaumont and Houston, Texas and also
forms an integral part of Union Pacific
Railroad’s transcontinental line from
Los Angeles to New Orleans. This line
carries over 30 million gross tons of
freight each year. There is also a fiber
optic cable mounted to the bridge which
serves as part of a nationwide
communications link. Permitting the
permanent closure of the draw would
result in a significant savings in
maintenance costs and avoidance of an
exorbitant cost of removing the cable
with no adverse effect on navigational
traffic.

Regulatory Evaluation
This proposal is not a significant

regulatory action under Section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866 and does not
require an assessment of potential cost
and benefits under section 6(a)(3) of that
order. It has not been reviewed by the
Office of Management and Budget under
that order. It is not significant under the
regulatory policies and procedures of
the Department of Transportation (DOT)
(44 FR 11040); February 26, 1979).

The Coast Guard expects the
economic impact of this rule to be so
minimal that a full Regulatory
Evaluation under paragraph 10e of the
regulatory policies and procedures of
DOT is unnecessary.

Small Entities
Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act

(5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), the Coast Guard
must consider whether this proposal, if
adopted, will have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. ‘‘Small
entities’’ may include (1) small
businesses and not-for-profit
organizations that are independently
owned and operated and are not
dominant in their fields and (2)
government jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000.

Since the proposed rule also
considers the need of local commercial
fishing vessels, the economic impact is
expected to be minimal. Therefore, the
Coast Guard certifies under 5 U.S.C.
605(b) that this proposal, if adopted,
will not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities.

Collection of Information: This rule
contains no collection of information
requirements under the Paperwork
Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).
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Federalism Implications: This action
has been analyzed in accordance with
the principles and criteria contained in
Executive Order 12612, and it has been
determined that the proposed
rulemaking does not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a Federalism Assessment.

Environment: The Coast Guard
considered the environmental impact of
this proposal and concluded that, under
section 2.B.2 of Commandant
Instruction M16475.1B, this proposal is
categorically excluded from further
environmental documentation. A
‘‘Categorical Exclusion Determination’’
is available in the docket for inspection
or copying where indicated under
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 117

Bridges.

For the reasons set out in the
preamble, the Coast Guard proposes to
amend Part 117 of Title 33, Code of
Federal Regulations, as follows:

PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE
OPERATION REGULATIONS

1. The authority citation for Part 117
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 499; 49 CFR 1.46; 33
CFR 1.05–1(g); section 117.255 also issued
under the authority of Pub. L. 102–587, 106
Stat. 5039.

2. Section 117.493 is revised to read
as follows:

§ 117.493 Sabine River.

(a) The draw of the Southern Pacific
railroad bridge, mile 19.3 near Echo,
shall open on signal if at least 24 hours
notice is given.

(b) The draw of the Kansas City
Southern Railway bridge, mile 36.2 near
Ruliff and the draw of the S12 bridge,
mile 40.8, at Starks, need not be opened
for the passage of vessels.

Dated: August 16, 1995.

R.C. North,

Read Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard,
Commander, Eighth Coast Guard District.

[FR Doc. 95–21963 Filed 9–1–95; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910–14–M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[NC–71–1–6960b; FRL–5269–6]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans North Carolina:
Approval of Revisions to the North
Carolina State Implementation Plan

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: On October 14, 1994, the
State of North Carolina, through the
North Carolina Department of
Environment, Health and Natural
Resources, submitted revisions to the
North Carolina State Implementation
Plan (SIP). This revision is the adoption
of an amendment to an existing air
quality rule that was the subject of
public hearings held on March 28 and
30, 1994. In the final rules section of
this Federal Register, the EPA is
approving the State’s SIP revision as a
direct final rule without prior proposal
because the EPA views this as a
noncontroversial revision amendment
and anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the approval is set
forth in the direct final rule. If no
adverse comments are received in
response to this proposed rule, no
further activity is contemplated in
relation to this proposed rule. If EPA
receives adverse comments, the direct
final rule will be withdrawn and all
public comments received will be
addressed in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. The EPA
will not institute a second comment
period on this document. Any parties
interested in commenting on this
document should do so at this time.
DATES: To be considered, comments
must be received by October 5, 1995.
ADDRESSES: Written comments on this
action should be addressed to Mr.
Randy Terry at the EPA Regional Office
listed below.

Copies of the documents relative to
this action are available for public
inspection during normal business
hours at the following locations. The
interested persons wanting to examine
these documents should make an
appointment with the appropriate office
at least 24 hours before the visiting day.
Air and Radiation Docket and

Information Center (Air Docket 6102),
U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 443, 401 M Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20460.

Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 4 Air Programs Branch, 345

Courtland Street NE., Atlanta, Georgia
30365.

North Carolina Department of
Environmental, Health, and Natural
Resources, Division of Environmental
Management, Raleigh, North Carolina
27626–0535.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Randy Terry, Regulatory Planning and
Development Section, Air Programs
Branch, Air, Pesticides, and Toxics
Management Division, Region 4
Environmental Protection Agency, 345
Courtland Street, Atlanta, Georgia
30365. The telephone number is 404/
347–3555, extension 4212.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information see the direct
final rule which is published in the
rules section of this Federal Register.

Dated: July 25, 1995.
Patrick M. Tobin,
Acting Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc. 95–20597 Filed 9–1–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6050–50–P

40 CFR Part 52

[AK–8–1–6733b; FRL–5286–9]

Approval and Promulgation of State
Implementation Plans: Alaska

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The EPA proposes to approve
the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
revision submitted by the State of
Oregon for the purpose of establishing a
Small Business Stationary Source
Technical and Environmental
Compliance Assistance Program. The
SIP revision was submitted by the State
to satisfy the Federal mandate of the
Clean Air Act (CAA), to ensure that
small businesses have access to the
technical assistance and regulatory
information necessary to comply with
the CAA. In the Final Rules Section of
this Federal Register, the EPA is
approving the State’s SIP revision as a
direct final rule without prior proposal
because the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial revision amendment
and anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the approval is set
forth in the direct final rule. If no
adverse comments are received in
response to this proposed rule, no
further activity is contemplated in
relation to this rule. If the EPA receives
adverse comments, the direct final rule
will be withdrawn and all public
comments received will be addressed in
a subsequent final rule based on this
proposed rule. The EPA will not
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